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I. Introduction
In a thought-provoking paper published recently, Kai A. Konrad et al. (2002) coined the notion of the "geography of the family". Their starting point is the observation that in many families, when parents grow old, the problem of taking care of the elderly emerges.
Adult children care about the well-being of their parents, but make irreversible location decisions long before the care is needed. These decisions are key determinants of the cost of contributing to parental care. In families with more than one child, the well-being of elderly parents is a public good, and caregiving becomes a contribution game played between siblings. Adult children may, therefore, take strategic steps to alter their costs as contributors to their parents' care before their parents age and the need for assistance arises. Konrad et al. (2002) argue that firstborn siblings may have a first-mover advantage and may choose to raise their costs as contributors to care by locating at some critical distance from their parents. Second-born siblings are, thereby, forced to stay close to their parents and to provide all the care in the later contribution game. This precommitment strategy adopted by older siblings-similar to the idea of "burning bridges" (Schelling, 1980 )-generates a geography of the family whereby firstborn children consistently locate further away from their parents than second-born or only children. Empirical evidence, based on data drawn from the German Ageing Survey, shows that adult children's location choices are in line with this prediction. This paper takes these theoretical ideas and empirical results as its starting point and conducts a cross-national econometric analysis of intrafamily location and caregiving patterns. The analysis has three aims. First, we assess, from an international perspective, the relationship between family structure and the geographic proximity between adult children and their parents. We should be clear that with the term family structure we refer, in this paper, to the presence of a sibling, birth order, and sibship sex composition.
Second, we examine whether differences in family structure affect the amount of informal care provided by adult children to their elderly parents. Third, we look for cross-country differences in family location and caregiving patterns, and interpret observed differences in terms of heterogenous institutional solutions to the long-term care problem. For example, if the public sector plays a minor role in caring for the elderly, family background might be expected to be an important factor in determining the location and caregiving choices of adult children. Conversely, if the care responsibilities of the public sector are well defined and explicit, family structure should, theoretically, play a relatively minor role.
Looking at the role and impact of family structure ties in well with more general debates about the impact of current demographic changes on future generations. It is 2 well understood that the ageing of populations and the growing trend towards one-child families in many industrialized countries place many adult children in an unprecedented situation with respect to parent-care activities. Indeed, more and more adult children are likely to have at least one parent who survives into old age but no sibling with whom to share caregiving responsibilities. Should we, as a consequence, expect future generations to constrain their mobility decisions because of eldercare obligations? And if so, could this have additional consequences for the earnings potential of individuals in small families?
An answer to these questions requires, first of all, an understanding of whether and how family structure affects the location and caregiving choices of adult children.
The data we use in this study comes from the Survey of Health, Ageing and Retirement in Europe (SHARE). This is a cross-national database which provides micro data on health, socio-economic status and the social and family networks of elderly individuals.
We restrict our sample to parents with one or two biological children. Our estimation sample comprises roughly 10,000 individuals in 10 countries representing various regions in Europe, ranging from Scandinavia (Sweden, Denmark) through Central Europe (Austria, France, Germany, Belgium, the Netherlands) to the Mediterranean (Spain, Italy, Greece). Our empirical analysis exploits the substantial variation across families in terms of presence of a sibling, birth order, and sibship sex composition. We also exploit the fact that informal and formal care systems for the support of the elderly are different from country to country. This allows us to examine how family structure and institutional background interact in affecting location and caregiving patterns in families.
Overall, our results provide a new empirical perspective on the geography of the family.
They also give novel insights into how family-related factors shape patterns of caregiving to ageing parents. Particularly worth mentioning are the following five findings: first, regression results for the majority of individual countries and the pooled cross-country sample suggest that the single most influential family-related factor determining intra-family location patterns is the presence of a sibling. Indeed, for most countries we consistently find that children with a sibling are significantly more likely to live further away from their elderly parents than only children. For example, our pooled country analysis shows that adult children with a sibling have a 5 percentage point higher probability of living more than 100 kilometres away from their parents than only children. Second, in line with the family location pattern just described, we also find evidence that actual time transfers to elderly parents are significantly lower among siblings than among only children. Third, while children with siblings appear to behave intrinsically differently than only children, there is no significant asymmetry in the behavior of firstborn and second-born siblings in 3 terms of their location decisions and time transfers to their elderly parents. Fourthly, the gender composition of sibships has no discernable effect on location choices and patterns of caregiving to older parents. Finally, we show that cross-country differences in institutional solutions to the elderly care problem are reflected in family location and caregiving patterns. Indeed, in countries where the care responsibilities of the public sector are well defined and explicit, family structure has no significant effect on the location and caregiving choices of adult children. In contrast, where adult children have legal maintenance responsibilities towards their parents, different configurations of family size significantly influence the patterns of mobility and caregiving of adult children.
Taken together, these results are at odds with the view that older siblings may use their location choices to force younger siblings into staying close to their parents and providing the lion's share of care. What we find is that the presence of a sibling matters more for location and caregiving choices than birth order. This result may be due to a number of factors. First, in addition to the birth order effect described by Konrad et al. (2002) , there may be other strategic aspects of family life. Rainer and Siedler (2009) build a simple model in which adult siblings compete in location and employment decisions so as to affect the balance of bargaining power in family care decisions. This, in turn, leads to a location equilibrium in which both firstborn and second-born siblings have a strategic incentive to move away from their parents. Second, if parents need a given amount of care, two siblings may find ways of sharing the responsibility, whereas an only child has to provide the whole amount. As a consequence, locating close to parents is more salient for the only child than for each of the siblings. Lastly, the cost of moving away from parents may be higher for only children than for children with siblings. For example, it is conceivable that siblings who move to the same area can still get together and tap into each other's social networks, reducing the cost of integration.
The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: the next section describes the data we use and provides some institutional background to elderly care in European countries. Section three presents the empirical results. Section four offers some concluding comments.
II. Data
Our main analysis is based on data drawn from the Survey of Health, Ageing and Retirement in Europe (SHARE). This cross-national database provides micro data on health, socio-economic status and the social and family networks of individuals aged 50 or over.
Our estimation sample is based on data contributed by ten countries. They are a balanced representation of the various regions in Europe, ranging from Scandinavia (Sweden, Denmark) through Central Europe (Austria, France, Germany, Belgium, the Netherlands) to the Mediterranean (Spain, Italy, Greece). 1 For our purposes, SHARE has three advantages. First, it collects detailed information on child-parent geographic proximity and socioeconomic characteristics for both generations. Second, it allows us to examine the determinants of geographical distances to parents across countries with large cultural, historical and political differences. Third, it not only helps us understand family location patterns, but also the extent to which time transfers to elderly parents are consistent with those location patterns.
We restrict our sample to parents with one or two biological children who are still alive at the time of the interview. We also require that all children are 30 years of age or older. On average, adult children are 42 years old, 65 percent are married, and slightly more than 70 percent of them have children themselves. Similar to the data set To examine the location choices of adult children, we distinguish between the following five child-parent geographic distance categories: in the same house or household, less than 1 kilometre away, 1 to 5 kilometres away, 5 to 100 kilometres away, and more than 100 kilometres away. Overall, around 14 percent of adult children live in the same house or household as their elderly parents and 16 percent live more than 100 kilometres away from their parents' residence.
To analyze time allocations to elderly parents, we use two outcome variables. The first, Help to Parents, is a binary variable which equals one for children who have provided help to their parents in the twelve months prior to the interview. Services provided may include personal care (e.g., assistance with dressing, bathing, eating), practical household help (e.g., home repairs, gardening, shopping) and help with paperwork (e.g., completing forms, settling financial matters). The second, Frequency of Help, is a categorial variable which provides information on whether a particular child has helped his or her parents almost daily, almost every week, almost every month, or less frequently.
Finally, we also made it our aim to investigate whether family location and caregiving patterns are shaped by cross-country differences in institutional features of elderly care systems. We, therefore, divide countries into three broad categories according to the extent of family obligations, legal requirements and public sector provision of elderly care (Miller and Warman, 1996) . In the first category we sort autonomy countries. These are countries where family members have no legal obligation to provide or pay for elderly care.
At the same time, the care responsibilities of the state are well defined and explicit. In Sweden, for example, the 1956 Municipality Social Services Act assigns local authorities the primary responsibility for elderly care. In our sample, the two countries that fall in this category are Denmark and Sweden. The second category is comprised of nuclear family countries. Here, family obligations are mainly defined as being based on the nuclear family, i.e., obligations between partners and between parents and children. In nuclear family countries, adult children have legal maintenance obligations towards their parents. In our sample, the countries that fall in this category are Austria, Belgium, France, Greece, Luxembourg and the Netherlands. Finally, the third category is made up of extended family countries. In these countries, extended families play an important role in providing intra-family support. This includes legal obligations between family members to provide financial support to each other and these obligations are embedded into a broader family context, including grandparents, uncles and aunts. In our sample, the two countries that fall into this category are Italy and Spain.
III. Results

A. Family Location Patterns
As noted above, the term "geography of the family" was coined to suggest that the main location pattern in families is characterized by asymmetric behavior of siblings, with firstborn children consistently locating further away from their parents than secondborn or only children (Konrad et al., 2002) . However, it would also make theoretical sense to argue that what matters more than birth order is the very presence of a sibling.
First, the strategic influence of siblings on one another in the choice of locations may override the strategic influence of firstborn on second-born siblings (Rainer and Siedler, 2009 ). Second, being an only child may necessitate shorter distances to parents since there are no other siblings who could help in if required. Conversely, having a sibling may allow the responsibility of caregiving to be shared between two people, possibly decreasing 6 individual involvement and allowing for greater mobility. Finally, the cost of moving away from parents may be higher for only children than for children with siblings. For example, siblings who move to the same area can still socialize with and support each other.
We now attempt to shed light on these contradictory views by estimating ordinal logistic regressions for child-parent geographic distance. The results are reported in Table   1 . The first column reports estimated coefficients from a pooled regression for all ten countries, and the remaining columns display the results for each country separately. Besides controlling for socioeconomic background variables, the pooled country regression also includes country dummy variables to capture country fixed effects on adult children's location decisions. To test for the presence of asymmetry in the location choice of firstborn and second-born siblings, we also report p-values from chi-square equality tests at the bottom of the table. The underlying null hypothesis here is that the estimated coefficients of being a firstborn and second-born on child-parent geographic distance are not statistically different from each other.
The main coefficients of interest are those on being a firstborn and a second-born sibling, respectively. Overall, having a sibling appears to have a profound impact on adult children's location decisions. There is, however, no evidence to relate birth order to asymmetric location choices of siblings. To see this, consider, first, the results from our pooled multi-country regression [column (1)]. The estimated coefficients suggest that both firstborn and second-born siblings are significantly more likely to live further away from their elderly parents than only children. The estimates are not only statistically significant at the 1 percent level; the corresponding marginal effects lead one to believe that they are also quantitatively important. For example, firstborns have a 5 percentage point and second-born siblings a 4 percentage point higher probability of living more than 100 kilometres away from their parents than only children. Finally, there is no significant asymmetry in the location choice of firstborn and second-born siblings. Indeed, the pvalue of 0.31 reported at the bottom of the table indicates that the coefficients for first and second-born siblings are not statistically different from one another.
Moving on to individual country results [columns (2) to (11)], the family location pattern observed in the aggregate is borne out with a striking degree of consistency. The estimates for Italy, Spain, Germany, Austria, Greece and Belgium indicate that children with a sibling live, on average, further away from their parents than only children. 2 While the presence of a sibling appears to play an important role for adult children's location choices, there is a lack of a birth order effect since the coefficients for firstborn and second-born siblings are generally not significantly different from each other. Indeed, the only coefficients the magnitude of which are in line with the idea that siblings behave asymmetrically (as suggested by Konrad et al. (2002) ) are those for Sweden. However, these estimates lack precision and are not statistically significant at conventional levels.
Overall, the empirical results so far serve to breathe life into the model's prediction by Rainer and Siedler (2009) that the presence of a sibling is more important for family location patterns than birth order.
As emphasized in Section 2, there are considerable cross-country differences in the institutional features of elderly care systems across Europe. We now investigate whether these differences in family obligations and legal requirements are mirrored by adult children's location decisions. Table 2 reports estimates of ordered logistic regressions for child-parent geographic distance separately for the three country regimes. Results reported in the first column are from a pooled regression for the sample of extended family countries. It includes individuals resident in Italy and Spain, countries where the family plays an important role in providing intra-family support, where family ties are strong and where the family − rather than the market or the public sector − provides goods and services to other family members (Giuliano, 2007) . The second column reports pooled regression estimates for nuclear family countries, in which family obligations are mainly defined as being between partners and between parents and children. The last column in Table 2 presents estimates for the autonomy countries Denmark and Sweden, where there are no legal obligations for adult children to pay for or to provide elderly care and where the responsibility of the state is well defined. Looking at the main coefficients of being a firstborn and second-born sibling reveals striking differences across the three country regimes. The presence of a sibling plays the most important role for adult children living in extended family countries. Indeed, the coefficients of being a firstborn and second-born sibling in column 1 of Table 2 are highly significant and quantitatively important. For example, the coefficient of 0.346 for being a firstborn implies that firstborn siblings have a 6 percentage point higher likelihood of living more than 100 kilometres away from their parents than only children. The corresponding marginal effect for second-born siblings is 5 percentage points. These are sizeable effects given that only around 10 percent of adult children in Italy and Spain live more than 100 kilometres away from their parents' residence. Similarly, in the sample of nuclear family countries, adult children with a sibling live, on average, further away from their parents than only children. Note, however, that the estimates are smaller in magnitude than the corresponding ones in column 1. Table 2 shows that − in autonomy countries − there is no signifi-8 cant relationship between being a firstborn and second-born and child-parent geographic distance. The magnitude of these coefficients is very small and they are not statistically different from zero. Indeed, the corresponding marginal effects are all very close to zero, indicating that family structure is of no importance for adult children's location decisions in countries where the public sector has explicit responsibilities for elderly care. Overall, the estimates in Table 2 provide robust support for the implication that the presence of a sibling plays a more important role in countries where elderly care is the responsibility of the family rather than the state.
The last column in
Next, we investigate whether the location behavior of adult children varies depending on the birth order and sibship sex composition. Similar to Konrad et al. (2002) , we distinguish between nine different child-type dummy variables: male siblings with a younger brother, male siblings with a younger sister, female siblings with a younger brother, female siblings with a younger sister, male siblings with an older brother, male siblings with an older sister, female siblings with an older brother, female siblings with an older sister, and only children. For convenience, we also call firstborns Alice and Adam, and second-born children Betty and Benjamin. Table 3 reports the estimates of the various child-type dummies on child-parent geographic distance. As in previous regressions, being an only child serves as the reference category. The first column in Table 3 presents the coefficient estimates from the pooled multi-country regression. All eight child-type estimates are positive and statistically significant at the 1 percent level. In terms of the magnitude of the effects, these estimates indicate, for example, that being a male firstborn from a family with two sons (Adam of Adam-Benjamin) reduces the probability of living in the same house or household as the parents by four percentage points as compared to being an only child. Similarly, the corresponding marginal effect for a female firstborn from a family with two daughters (Alice of Alice-Betty) is also four percentage points. Hence, we again find support for our conjecture that the presence of a sibling is important for adult children's location choices irrespective of siblings' gender and sibship sex composition.
The estimates in columns (2) to (4) in Table 3 provide additional support for our hypothesis that the interplay between adult children's location decisions and family structure is shaped by institutional features. First, note that the majority of the estimated coefficients of child-type variables in column 2 of Table 3 are positive and statistically significant, and all estimates are considerably larger in magnitude than the corresponding ones in columns (3) and (4), respectively. Second, consistent with the results presented earlier, the coefficients on the various child type variables in the sample of nuclear family countries suggest that adult children with a sibling are significantly more likely to live further away from their parents than only children. This is equally true for sons and daughters, for both firstborn and second-born siblings and also holds independent of the presence of a brother or sister. Finally, again we do not find a strong relationship between family structure and child-parent geographic distance in the sample of autonomy countries−while most of the coefficient estimates for child-types are positive, none of them is statistically significant. Taken as a whole, the results provide evidence that birth order and sibling sex composition do not have a significant influence on adult children's location decisions, whereas the presence of a sibling matters for adult children's location decisions in countries where elderly care is mainly the responsibility of the family.
B. Patterns of Time Transfers to Elderly Parents
Our results so far show that, irrespective of birth order, children with a sibling systematically locate further away from their parents than only children. It is, therefore, not unreasonable to expect that the presence of both an older sibling or a younger sibling also reduces the time a particular child allocates to his or her parents. In an effort to understand the role of siblings in caring for elderly parents, we now turn to time transfers in the data. To this end, Table 4 presents estimates of the determinants of child-to-parent time allocations. Panel (a) reports the estimates as to whether adult children have provided any kind of help to their parents, and panel (b) displays the results for the frequency of help to elderly parents. Of primary importance are our findings concerning the effects of having a sibling. Overall, we find that time transfers to elderly parents respond negatively to the presence of a sibling. More specifically, the results in panel (a), column 1 indicate that having a sibling reduces the probability of a particular child providing any kind of help to his or her parents. As well as being statistically significant at the 1 percent level, this result is also quantitatively important. The corresponding marginal effects from the pooled regression suggest that being a firstborn or second-born sibling reduces the probability of providing help to parents by 4 percentage points, compared to being an only child. In line with our theory, the estimates suggest that the presence of a sibling is considerably more important than a birth order effect. 3 Similarly, moving on to the individual country estimates reveal that both firstborn and second-born siblings are less likely to provide help to their parents than only children in all but one country (Belgium). The estimates in panel (b) show that children with a sibling provide less frequent help to their parents than only children. Non-reported marginal effects for the pooled cross-country estimates show, for example, that both types of siblings are 1 to 2 percentage points less likely to help their parent every week, compared to an only child.
The previous section demonstrated that, on average, adult siblings in nuclear family countries and autonomy countries locate further away from their parents' residence than only children. We now examine whether the institutional differences in the elderly care systems across European countries also have an impact on adult children's time transfers and support to ageing parents. The results are shown in Table 5 . The first three columns present estimates for whether adult children have provided any kind of help to their parents, and the remaining columns present estimated coefficients for the frequency of help to elderly parents. There are several key findings: first, time transfers to parents respond negatively to the presence of a sibling in all six regressions, and the coefficients are always very precisely estimated and quantitatively important. For example, the estimated coefficients of being a firstborn (-1.008) and second-born (-0.943) in column 1 of Table 5 imply that siblings are 3 percentage points less likely to have provided help to their parents compared to only children. Second, consistent with children's location decisions, family structure is most strongly associated with time transfers to parents in extended family countries. However, distinct from the pattern we observed for adult children's location decisions, the estimates in Table 5 do not suggest that children in extended family countries provide more help to their parents than those in nuclear family countries.
In Table 6 we present estimates for the eight different child-types as to whether adult children have provided any kind of help to their elderly parents. Consistent with the previous results on child-parent geographic distance, the estimated coefficients in column 1 of Table 6 suggest that − independent of children's gender and sibling sex composition − both firstborn and second-born children are less likely to provide help to their elderly parents than only children. In other words, both firstborn male and firstborn female siblings, as well as second-born male and second-born female siblings are less likely to have helped their parents during the last year than only children. Moving on to the separate regime-type regressions shows that the negative relationship between family structure and the likelihood of providing help to elderly parents is strongest for adult children living in extended family countries. Note, for example, that four out of six estimated coefficients on child-types in column 2 of Table 6 are larger in magnitude than the corresponding ones in columns (3) and (4) of Table 6 . Finally, the estimates on the frequency of help to elderly parents reported in Table 7 confirm these results.
It is worth emphasizing that the results just described hold both for first and secondborn siblings. In other words, birth order does not have a discernible impact on time transfers to elderly parents. This result resonates with our earlier findings concerning family location patterns. In particular, we have already empirically shown that the presence of an older sibling does not imply that younger siblings stay closer to their parents.
In line with this lack of birth order effect, we have now observed that second-born children do not consistently assume the entire burden of making time transfers to their parents.
These findings are important, as they suggest that there is no systematic asymmetry in the behavior of siblings. Rather, the results provide convincing evidence that the presence of a sibling matters, independent of birth order position, children's gender as well as siblings sex composition. Particularly persuasive, here, is the consistency of location and contribution patterns in families with one and two children across a wide range of countries.
IV. Conclusions
The graying of populations is a growing concern worldwide, and policymakers around the globe place increasing pressure on families to provide care for the elderly. Families, and adult children, in particular, provide care to the elderly in a variety of ways. Some families do this via a network where more than one sibling takes responsibility for elderly parents.
In other families, one adult child is the sole provider of care. Whether adult children form networks or one sibling provides the bulk of the care, conflict between siblings is a likely result of filial care. 4 One frequently cited factor determining potential care contributions is the geographic proximity between caregivers and care recipients. This latter point means that the location decisions of parents and adult children are likely to be crucial for how sibling conflicts over caregiving are played out. It, therefore, makes theoretical sense to believe that the location and caregiving choices of adult children are intertwined decisions.
Against this background, we have carried out a cross-national empirical analysis of intra-family location and caregiving patterns. With this, we have made a contribution to the enrichment of our understanding of the geography of the family. We have also engaged with the question as to how family-related and institutional factors shape patterns of time transfers from adult children to elderly parents. The single most influential familyrelated factor determining intra-family location and caregiving patterns is the presence of a sibling, but only in countries where adult children have legal maintenance responsibilities towards their parents. Conversely, in countries where the elderly care responsibilities of the public sector are well defined and explicit, family structure has no significant effect on the location and caregiving choices of adult children. While children with siblings appear to behave intrinsically differently than only children, we find no evidence that birth order or the gender composition of sibships have a discernible effect on family location and caregiving patterns. In the next phase of empirical and theoretical research in this area, it will be interesting to see whether the geography of the family also has consequences for partnership formation decisions of adult children and their labor market outcomes. Notes: The dependent variable is child-parent geographic distance. The reference categories for non-scaled variables are male, not married, no grandchildren, being an only child, male parent, unmarried parent, and parent has not been limited for the past six month because of a health problem in usual daily activities. Robust standard errors at the family level in parentheses. All regressions also control for a maximum set of highest educational degree variables for adult children and parents. The regression in column 1 also includes a maximum set of country dummy variables. a Figures are p- values of the test that the estimated coefficients of being firstborn and second-born are equal and are obtained from χ 2 -statistics. + significant at 10 percent, * significant at 5 percent, ** significant at 1 percent level. Notes: The dependent variable is child-parent geographic distance. Extended family countries: Italy and Spain. Nuclear family countries: Germany, France, Austria, Greece, Belgium and the Netherlands. Autonomy countries: Sweden and Denmark. The reference categories for non-scaled variables are male, not married, no grandchildren, being an only child, male parent, unmarried parent, and parent has not been limited for the past six month because of a health problem in usual daily activities. Robust standard errors at the family level in parentheses. All regressions also control for a maximum set of highest educational degree variables for adult children and parents, and also include a maximum set of country dummy variables. + significant at 10 percent, * significant at 5 percent, ** significant at 1 percent level. Notes: In Panel A the dependent variable is whether adult children have provided any kind of help to their parents in the last twelve months. In Panel B the dependent variable is the frequency of help to parents (five categories). Panel A reports estimates from probit regressions and Panel B reports estimates from ordered probit regressions. Non-reported explanatory variables as in Table 2 , except of highest educational degree variables for adult children and parents in the country specific regressions due to collinearity problems. Robust standard errors at the family level in parentheses. a Figures are p- values of the test that the estimated coefficients of being firstborn and second-born are equal and are obtained from χ 2 -statistics. + significant at 10 percent, * significant at 5 percent, ** significant at 1 percent level. Notes: The dependent variable is help to parents. Estimates from probit regressions. Extended family countries: Italy and Spain. Nuclear family countries: Germany, France, Austria, Greece, Belgium and the Netherlands. Autonomy countries: Sweden and Denmark. The reference categories for non-scaled variables are male, not married, no grandchildren, being an only child, male parent, unmarried parent, and parent has not been limited for the past six month because of a health problem in usual daily activities. Robust standard errors at the family level in parentheses. All regressions also control for a maximum set of highest educational degree variables for adult children and parents. Regressions in columns 1 and 2 also include a maximum set of country dummy variables. In the extended family countries two child type coefficients and 182 observations are dropped from the regression because they predict failure perfectly. + significant at 10 percent, * significant at 5 percent, ** significant at 1 percent level. unmarried parent, and parent has not been limited for the past six month because of a health problem in usual daily activities. Robust standard errors at the family level in parentheses. All regressions also control for a maximum set of highest educational degree variables for adult children and parents. Regressions in columns 1 and 2 also include a maximum set of country dummy variables. In the extended family countries two child type coefficients and 182 observations are dropped from the regression because they predict failure perfectly. + significant at 10 percent, * significant at 5 percent, ** significant at 1 percent level. (1) In the same household; five distance categories: (2) In the same building;
(1) In the same building (3) Less than 1 kilometre away; or household; (4) Between 1 and 5 km away;
(2) Less than 1 km away; (5) Between 5 and 25 km away;
(3) 1 to 5 km away; (6) Between 25 and 100 km away;
(4) 5-100 km away; (7) Between 100 and 500 km away;
(5) More than 100 (8) More than 500 km away; kilometres away. (9) More than 500 km away in another country.
Help to parents "Now please think of the last twelve (1) Yes; (5) (3) Almost every month; a particular child: received such help from this (4) Less often.
(1) Almost daily; person? Was it..."
(2) Almost every week;
(3) Almost every month;
(4) Less often or no help received. 
Explanatory Variables
